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Thank you for the opportunity to discuss this matter at our appointment, scheduled 
February 12 ? 2007, at 2:00 p.m. 

The issues I would like to get your input on to gain allowable subject matter regard: 

• Review and clarification of the rejection under 35 U.S.C § 1 03 9 including the 
Examiner's reasoning with regard to independent claims 1 and 23. In 
particular, the Examiner's reasoning behind the contention that Jordan, n, et 
al. (US 5,412,805) discloses "based at least in part on the number of pending 
requests known by the client device regardless of buffer size for the client 
device and the server device." (See, e.g., Office Action dated January 4, 2007, 
p- 6-) 

• Review and clarification of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 101, including the 
Examiner's reasoning with regard to independent claim 1 1 . 

• Review and clarification of the Office Action Summary with regard to claims 
14-22, 24, and 25. {See, Office Action dated January 4, 2007.) 

If you have any other suggestions or ideas, I would be glad to discuss them as 
well. I look forward to speaking with you. Thank you again for your time and 
consideration- 

Regards, 

Francis L. Dunn, Jr. 
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